that removal of the right corner of the left wing would weaken
the support provided by the left wing and cause a redistribu-
tion of weight.  His reason for that belief was based on the
fact that the lift taken from the right corner was about 12
feet wide at its inmost point and left only about 3 feet of
coal standing at the extreme end of the left wing.  He felt
that if he remained in the -vicinity of active mining operations
until lifts six and seven had been taken, the danger would be
eliminated.

5.   Testimony was also given in this proceeding by an in-
spector named Darlie F. Anderson.  Both Inspector Anderson and
Inspector Rosiek are what is known as coal mine inspectors
specializing in roof control.  The difference between Inspec-
tor Anderson and Inspector Rosiek lies in the fact that Inspec-
tor Anderson has had a lot more practical experience than In-
spector Rosiek, and apparently another reason for Inspector
Anderson's testifying, in addition to giving his opinion based
on his practical experience, was that he had participated in a
revision or modification of the roof-control plan which oc-
curred after Inspector Rosiek's Citation No. 2001967 was issued,
The inspector had stated in Citation No. 2001967 (Exh. 4):

The approved roof control plan Permit No. 4-RC-12-
70-1141-14 was not being complied with in the No. 6
pillar on the 3-C(008-0) Section in that a lift was
taken from the left rib after the split had holed
through prior to mining the right wing.  The sec-
tion was supervised by Rodney Reed, section foreman.

The change that was made in the roof-control plan, and
this change was made under the supervision and investigation of
Inspector Anderson, related to a change in Drawing No. 4 which
is shown on page 21 of the roof-control plan introduced as ex-
hibit 5 in this proceeding.  That change allows Consolidation
Coal Company to remove the right corner from the left wing of
a pillar after the split has been taken from the middle, and
that portion is to be no wider than seven feet at the inmost
point of the left wing.  An additional change in the modifica-
tion is that instead of inserting eight breaker posts at point
"E" shown on Drawing No. 4 of exhibit 5, only four breaker
posts are set prior to the taking of the right corner of the
left wing. After the right corner has been removed, then the
four breaker posts on the left of the letter "E" are installed,
together with five additional breaker posts, before the lift
on the right wing is taken.

6.  A great deal of opinion testimony was necessarily in-
volved in the proceeding, and both inspectors agreed that roof
conditions in this particular instance were good. Of course,
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